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CEI-IT/</vL Ami:)5I3r.^ATIvE T k IFJKAL 

LUCKiJOW EENCrl

Contempt P e t it io n  No. 1 7 /90  

In

O .A .  3 6 1 /9 0

G ,K .  Nagchandi

versu;

D .R .P .K ,  Nandi and another

P e t it io n e r

Opposite  p arties ,

Mon. M r . J u s t i c e  U .C .S r i v a s t a v a ,  V .C .  
Hon. M r . A . 3 . 3 0 rt h i ,  Member._____

(Hon. M r . o u s t ic e  U .C .S r i v a s t a v a ,  V . C . )

■Jhis is an application' f o r  co’'-tempt .We ave 

disposed o f  O .A .  No. 3 6 1 / 9 0 . I t  cannotbe said  that 

there is  flouting  o f  t h e  order o f  t his T r ib u n a l .  

Hocontempt is  rr.ade out, more so vje have also  cir^.cted 

the  rep r3 sent at i O'.' tobe c o s i d e r e - .  Cont<'rapt p e t it io n  

is  ciiSiTiissed and notices d ischarqed .

V .C .

qV--eke e l /



the petitioner  was not considered and another otficer^^^^ 

Chandigarh was posted to Bhcpal. Even the application 

cum-telegram of the petitioner for reconsideration 

of the matter failed  to evoke any response.

» 3 -

4 . Til at there was a corrplaint during March

1990 from one Sri R .D .Shukla# a resident of Lucknow 

to the K o n 'b le  Prime M inister regarding payment of 

the b il ls  to the private regif^tered p arties . The 

complaint v/ac sent to the petitioner, ',%ho had put up 

a note to the then Deputy Director on 3 0 .3 ,1 9 9  0 and 

suggested measures to sort out the pr obi era, I'Jo 

decision xijas,however, taken by the then Deputy 

Dir: ctor in  the matter. Even the letters sent by 

the petitioner  to the Respondent M o.l on 4 .4 .1 9 9 0  

and subsequent telegram dated 24 ,5 .1 :^90  fa iled  to 

evoke any resp onse. It  is  obvious that the petitioner  

had done whatever was e>:pected of him but the payments 

delayed due to no decision by the ?v.e,:pondent -'Io,l 

and the then Deputy Director.

5 , That during April 1990 ,Sri B .P .So le n k y ,

the then Deputy Director wo6 transferred froui Lucknow 

to Uew Delhi*Prior  to h is  departure# the then Deputy 

Directoi* had threatened the petitioner  and had t^-ld 

in no uncertain teims that the insult  and hum iliation 

which he had suffered w ill be avenged. The Pvespondent 

I‘To.2 the present Deputy Director,has joined  the office



at Lucknovs? on 2 1 .5 .1 9 9 0 .

-  4 -

6, That all of a sudden,nev/s items appeared

in various local dailies  regarding the demand of 

d isciplinary  action against the petitioner  for delay 

in  payment of b il l s  and the sex'ious allegations of 

corruption against the p etitio n er . As already 

stated the petitioner was in  no v?ay responsible for 

the delay in  payment of b i l l s .  Subsequently^ 

representations'^'^^w^e made by the General Secretary^# 

U .P .P a n j ik r it  Kalakar Sangh,Lucknow to the M inister 

of Information Si Broadcasting in. this regard. The 

petitioner  has also learnt that the said  Sangh had 

approached local K .P ./M L A  viho have written to the 

M inister of Information and Broadcasting for taking 

action in  the matter.

7 , That the v.^ole matter was explained by

the Respondent N o ,2 to the Respondent N o .l  v ide  h is

D .O .le t t e r  Mo.R-1 1 0 1 2 /7 /9 0/Geena/Luck dated 3 ,3 .9 0 ,  

in  v\’lriich all the allegations were denied and rather 

responsibility  v;as taken by the z^.espondent No. 2 

.of all these allegations but 'die R.espondent M o .i  

issued the transfer order of the petitioner  frcm Lucknovj 

to Madras vide  order No,A-22Q13/l/90~adnin I dated 

2 2 .8 .9 0#  as i f  the petitioner  is responsible for 

the delay in payment and the allegations levelled



against him are true. The traiisfer order is  stigmatic 

and lies been passed by way of punishnnt.;it, v.;ithout 

afiordingany opportunity to the petitioner  and he  has 

been condemned unheard. The transfer order was 

received in the office  of Respondent N o ,2 on 2 7 ,8 ,9 0  

^after-noon) and on the sarne day tl"ie petitioner  v^as 

relieved by the Respondent M o .2 in  a b ig  haste . The 

petitioner  had no time even to submit a proper 

representation and in  such circi-imstances he preferred 

a representation dated 2 7 .8 .9 0  in  b r ie f  which was 

forwarded by the Respondent No. 2 to the Respondent 

i'lo.l on 2 8 ,8 ,1 9 9 0 ,

-  5 -

8 , That the petitioner  f ile d  0 , A .N o ,290

of 1990 before this Hon ’b le  Tribunal challenging 

the transfer order dated 2 2 ,8 .1 9 9 0  and thf same was 

fin ally  disposed of by a Division  Bench of this 

H o n 'b le  Tribunal,consisting  of H o n 'b le  M r.D.K ,Agarwal# 

Jl-I and H o n 'b le  Mr.K,Cb>ayya/A.i4,vide judgment and 

order dated 3 1 .8 .1 9 9 0 . A photostat copy of the 

judgment and order dated 3 1 ,3 .9 0  is being annexed 

as Annexure Ho, 1 to this application. The c e r tifie d  

copy of the judgment was received on 4 .9 .1 9 9 0  by 

the Counsel f .-r the petitioner , Vihile disposing 

of the O ,A ,H o .290 of 1990 v ide  judgment and order dated 

31 ,8 ,1 99 0^  this Kon*ble Tribunal had stayed the 

implementation of the transfer t i l l  a decision is



A

is taken cn the representr;.tion of the p etitio n er . 

This K o n 'b le  Tribunal had directed the Respondent 

I'lo.l (arrayed as Respondent N o ,2 in  the 0 .A ,H o ,2 9  0 

of 1990) to dispose o£ the repre,3entation of the 

petitioner  ta:icing into  eocount all the facts and# 

i f  p o ss ib le ,a fte r  civing  an opportunity of personal 

hearing tc the p etition er .

%

9 .  Til at due tc certain urgent deniostic

problems, the petitioner had to proceed on leave to 

Bhopal from 3 ,9 .1 9 9 0  to 7 ,9 ,1 9 9 0 ,  On return from 

leave, the petitioner  \\?as served v/ith the order No,

S o£ D /D D /M isc /1 /9 0  dated 1 0 ,9 ,1 9 9  0 by the Responoent 

N o ,2 vide  which -che petitioner was directed to report 

to Madras and i t  \vas also intimsted that the represen­

tation of the petitioner teas been considered by the 

Respondent N o .l  but it  has not been found p 0 5 .^ible to 

accede tc the p et it io n er 's  request, A *aieDi<f» copy

of the letter  dated 1 0 ,9 ,1 9 9 0  is  being  annexed as 

Annexure N o ,2 •

10 , That the petitioner  forwarded the ce rtifie d

copy of the judgment dated 3 1 ,8 ,1 3 9 0 , alongwith a copy 

of the 0 ,A , N o .290 of 1990 to the Respondent No, 1, 

through the Respondent N o ,2 ,v id e  h is  application dated 

1 0 ,9 ,1 9 9 0 , a photostat copy of which is  being annexed 

as Ai:~̂ .nexure No, 3, In  h is  application dated 1 0 ,9 ,1 9 9 0 /



M '

-  7 -

the petitioner  had prayed for decision on h is  

representation in  the ligh t  of the judgment of this 

H o n 'b le  Tribunal dated 3 1 ,8 .1 9 9 0  passed in  O .A .N o , 

290 of 1990 after giving him an opportunity of

personal hearing .

11. That as already stated, the petitioner

had no time to suJ^mit a detailed  representation on 

2 7 ,3 ,1 3 9 0 ,  Therefore, the petitioner  submitted 

another representation E lic it in g  h is  grievances on

2 1 ,9 ,1 9 9 0  through ^roper channels. A photostat 

copy of the representation dated 2 1 .9 ,1 9  00 is  being 

annexed as Annexure N o ,4 ,

12, That no decision has been com-nunicated

to the petitioner  on h is  representation, nor he has 

been corrraunicated the date of personal hearing or 

the reasons as to why personal hearing is  not 

possible , as directed by this Kon 'ble  Tribunal v ide  

judgment and order dated 3 1 , 3 , 1990*

13. That the petitioner has been served v/ith

the O fficer  order No .S  &  D /DD /M isc /1 /90- 38  dated

4 .1 0 .1 9 9 0  by the Respondent N o ,2 relieving  the 

petitioner  w ,e ,f ,4 ,1 0 ,1 9 9 0 C A ,N ,)v ;i t h  the instructions 

to re port to the Regional Deputy Dii'ector^song and 

Drama D ivision ,M adras. V ide  the said  o ffice  order



>■

the petitioner  was asked .to hand over the charge 

of o ffice  alongwith the Government material under 

h is  possession to the Respondent N o .2 immediately.

A photostat copy of the order dated 4 .1 0 .1 9 9 0  is  

being annexed as Annexure M o .5 . A  perusal of this 

order reveals that i t  has been U3sied  under the 

authority of some letter  dated 2 1 .9 ,1 9 9 0  sent by 

the o ffice  of the Respondent N o .l .  i t  is  strange that 

the petitioner  is  relieved  fir s t  and then asked to 

hand o\rer the charge. It  is  sp ecifically  st'^ted here 

that the alleged letter dated 21 .9  .19 90 , ref erred to 

by the Respondent N o ,2 in his o ffice  order dated 

4 .1 0 .1 9 90(Annexure N o .5 )h as  not yet been received 

by the petition er .

14. That the petitioner  subniitted an

application to the Respondent N o .2 on 4 .1 0 .1 ^ 9 0 ,  in 

which he had clearly stated that no decision has 

been communicated to him on h is  representction nor 

he has been given an opportunity of personal hearing , 

hence there v;as no question of relieving  him, in  

view  of the stay order gr.anted by this K o n 'b le  

Tribunal. The petitioner  is ,th erefo re , continuing to 

vjork et Lucknow, h photostat copy of the application 

dated 4 .1 0 .1 9 9 0  is  being annesied as Annexure No. 6 .

That the Respondent N o .2 , acting under 

the airections and at the behest of Respondent N o .l

-  8 -
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- 9 -

is#however/ not allov/ing the petitioner  to fionction 

as AdiTiinistrative O fficer  and sign any correspondence 

etc and has clearly told that from his  side  the 

petitioner  stands relieved#no matter v;hether his 

repi.esentation against the transfer is  decided or not. 

n-ie petitioner  is advised to state that the act and 

conduct of the Respondents is  grossly contemptuous gs 

they are v/ilfully , intentionally  and deliberately 

disobeying and flouting  the order dated 3 1 ,8 .1 9 9  0 

passed by this H o n 'b le  Tribunal in  0 ,A ,N o .2 9 0  of 

1990 and they have respect,wtiatsoever, for the 

orders passed by this Iion*ble Tribunal, for v;hich 

they are lia b le  to be su.Tir.oned, dealt vjith and punished 

in  accordance with law.

r

That i t  may be pertinait  to mention 

tliat the song and Drair.a D ivision  o ffic ia ls  s ittin g  

in  Headquarters have perhaps pleasure in  flouting  of 

the orders passed by Courts including this H o n 'b le  

Tribunal and they have respect for the orders and 

judgment passed by the Courts. It  w ill not be out 

of place  to mention here thiat a c iv il  contenpt case 

C C .C .P .N O .S  of 1990CL)-Smt.Krishna Jafri V s ,S r i  Kripa 

Sagar and others)is pending before this H o n 'b le  Tribunal 

against the former Director of Song ^ Drairia Division 

for co n m tting  contenrpt of this Hon ’ ble Tribunal, v.*ich 

continued even after dismissal of S .L ,P .a g a in s t  the



judgment in  0 ,A .N o ,1 6 3  of 1339)L )by  Hon*ble Supi;e.me 

Court*

-» 10 -

A 17 . That the cause of action for this

contenpt petition  accinaed on 4 ,1 0 .1 ^ 9  0#when the 

RevSpondent N o ,2 issued the o ffice  order relieving 

the petitioner at the behest of the Respondent N o .2 

before decision on the representation of the rjetitioner^ 

end is continuing on day to day b a s is .

T

VjHEREFORE, i t  is huiTibly prayed that 

th is  MOxn'ble Tribunal may k in d ly  be p lea se d  to 

summon the respondent# deal with and punish  them 

in  accordance v;ith lav/ for coi?c=dtting conternpt of 

this Hon*ble Tribunal.

^ v .C .S in g h )

Advocate 
Counsel for the P etitio ner .Lucknov;;

Dated;October ^  ,1 9 9 0 ,
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LK.Mvn(2w ,
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A
G .K *  NaQChondi

V s ,

U nion  of In d ia  e-ir-id others

H o n 'b l e  M r. D „K , Agraw al, J1 

tion’ bTc! Mr»

J  U D G

(Delivered by Hon*ble

V
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This . applicc.tioa under 

Aci-n in i s1 1'at 1 ve T r 115un a 1 sAct 

the above n^meti cipplleant a 

transfer  dated 22-8-1990 tr 

to Madras in tho scune captic 

O ffic er  under the Directorci 

D iv isio n , M inistry  of Infoi: 

Wew D e lh i . Tlie applicant 1 

number of grounds vjhich we 

It  is  su ffice  to  say that i 

fiiade a representation d-at^

■' ':// Song and Drama D iv is io n , M

V.

■■ . V ,
-X/

Broadcasting, Government o 

has duly been forwarded by 

and Drama D iv is io n , M inist 

LuOcnov; on 28-8-199 0. We 

transfer is  an incident ,ot̂
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tliroghout. It  hâ :; been further contended op beh<i3.£ O f 

tVie applicant that ti'ie api>l.tcant may h^ve b^len miijundtsira'toi 

by hia  superior for one or the othejc re5i?;on>!|; and that

■I

tho applicant haa been st.t'-tiightforv/aird In  b|js. concluct . 

so fa r , Hov^wer# oven I f  It  wiLi<3. b«. coirrecij#'_wa of 

the ojilnion that i t  is  for the cOi-npetent authority to, 

take in  account all these fc^,ctocs and s^jnnpa-^hetically 

consider the represent-iit-ton made by him , hope that

the competent authority would take into  a,ccjoant a ll  those

’ 4r ;
facts before^ia  takes a decision  on the representation

made by the applicant on 27-8-1990. We,r therefore* dispos

:!
of this  petition  with the d irection  to respondentp no , 2

‘i

to dispose of the irepresentation dated 27-8~1990 madd:

y:>y tV\e applicant takinci into account all t  

i f  p o ssib le , after giving  an opportunity o

ie facts an<-3̂  

f per son ad

hearing to tlie applicant.and.thiitJ.-tJ^e-^trahQfer in

u.
question w ill  not be jjuplejnentied t i l l  a decision^ on ♦ae 

said  representation . T h e ,p e tit io n  is  disposed of ^

^lCCordingl,y vjfithout any order as to costs*

i  ■

Dotted i Iiucknf>  ̂

August 31^ ,199 0*

£s/
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.V ui’urrn uivisio.:, -lew uel rd 1 - io . t ^   ̂

uu "'o*/"u'ii ’a ' " ^ . a o r c v i  by t;i6 uirectoi- *

.xce.d to Mc-ro'ues^: Possiol^

w , -'-̂ divecteu to repovt uv. u'‘ rc--''
. ’/■'-t’A iruedi-ii:e ofCect r?> he s^-r 

"• '“ office with iwff.eai'. fce ar'.\,-. '̂'

i

or ,

( B.i-'. Jli.iaa ) I® • f -fTJ 
it«.j Ioa-il aepiicy u ii-uc c n*,

^  ̂ G «X . .j a .: c h aj id J.,

■■ '•;-L,'il:s CJ.';11: iV0 0 fL .1 ct-.r 5 
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Co'nta'u.lit- f-VUlji,.-, CCiv.'C.; i\io' ,

■̂\‘K- Wo-CiCVvCWvc(.tJ
0 Vs.

)̂r-. p. K' Ma.wcLv.’ /{Ŷo.tkc,- ■--f\cs(> (T't-rv
''i!^hJS>:uaB KJ/V 7

The Director,

uOu:i a UrtVtL' ’ilViijiOu
j - i i i i *  o r  X M

isovt- of Iriai,4
I 0 / I 65 î ui;ii:i4t„‘ili

L/iirya GraJ
Jov J«Inl--.3.10002»

£^-

■i)

( ‘i'hrua-^h K-opur Ch<i.auul }

l^ut)j^ct j - :gi:;:ujsruy. 5 j resffeet.of >h».. q*iC>..,

E.-*4£ut

:io.
Kij*dly yisfwi' ta yoar oruur Issued vi«iu your letter 

A-ii20L'i/l/tiO-...Li,i,u»-X dat-ud 22 /a /v O  s.’'%;ardlas' jgy
cx*a<icfai‘ iro'T, t,ucHiiai.- to ka4i‘i»a .lao. tU- rullu^lug ardai* 
iu^uoU ¥ia.i^ uy# u.li‘‘vv5tOi‘ | Jc^Uu^ LuXiitaovi 

„-.u:^OJJli/V^O uat,«a 2?/L-)/C;0 L-iia uy rupi'vscattttloii e^iiluat 
tUvr 4,‘.tjc aLcoci k ? /b /& 0  forwaraed to yoa t>y uy® uirootfio?. 
Luu'r.io’.' vidu lilu ;,o~-wlu012/2/ac.»£»,itU/ii*d..-,iu«tl
2ij/t./y0* t'Uu uuy lay Cl* oru«x‘ vcjj laaulu a-ia thi»
haiiCc Vidch \;u;; si,jwa la  cv lott 40  other

foT Lx t;al tvi tpp^a:,c;u Ihtf Central .lai^daistrati*^ 

VO i-i'iouuul at its  uliM uic Jcuch Lacitaiow r e lie f
-ujaiaSc, tr'uSiSi'or oimvx*, .w^sOi-diii'ly P a t t lt i^ a  QA. IIQ« 2 9 0 , 

of 19’<#0(L) ( a*.c. .iu:;euivi<ft V/i» Ui*iod of &  Others)
tilsvd» oOMy Di' uuv. 0;. :ieo or,-1950CL) to^’othox-

vith all itji c.iciojuixu i'j m-i.cic>.K̂d #or yoar ^orttiiul •

'Irifc 5?iactcT VIS Uiuai-d by Lflvisional 3»ach of C#iitral 
A dtsl A Is. tr a t iv u .;• Tri uaji.il Cirooiv ieach Lucicaov/ oa S l/U /00  
a*d disposed ofr I'iaally oa tUo saav> day throu^b a, duiaili 
ordt-r., A cc-rtii'icd coyy of taw order dtxed 31/3/iiD is 
aiiSD aoaoxwu i‘ar yoar lai'oria vtiusi aud Lctidu its per the 
dii'ssuciv:jn  ̂ or iLl, i!.*oi^

i. iwrusal of thw'Jua^&aout &  order daxad 31 /B /90  
rw ta lb  that; i;ht, a'lluu^oX Uua u:/iu2y t d :6*t’ li^to couSli^jy* 
Sitlai tUo fact tlljit tlx y«pr<iSC-ut2*tlott ixiAQ 04 
2 7 /& /9 0  uidci'i has duly aforvai’dfcu by thv .tajioual ay*
i^lr^ic'cor Sotit,; «  iiivifjio.1^ LuawiOw o,ji 20/«/'^0*

liou^h tha a*bit' i*riua*iul h«j» oplixva ihat ^ x'ho traafif«P- 
» m  lnctd<34iOo«(5 }ifc>wtca but it h&c 4lso  i^i'yca
p£^cii*icu o^ihio.i “ ..I I  thu BijiQ it  iu thiij duty

of Lliv eoi^ îfcUcat ait hurley to fcui£« i»ii;o u-sc^aut; the 
haiNlshiiw likoly to bw ucdci's^OutJ b/ tii'-̂" public acjrvaat 
lu rt'jurd to traaaX'or ci- tdd ^’OriC u. co.idu|t la  ttio 
4jcparti.<c!afc *■• c>XtCC«‘i3itiO-A i’fetsod Ou bfehelC
of tha upplicaijC (u>-) x-c^ardiuj varioae fuators^ a*
'rouads ii  ptfittitio:,-.j thu ‘irlDOixaX 'i.’aiJ oV tho oploiois 

it is Tor tno coupdu :̂it mthority to td£0 liito 
cviifocuit all tn« s« x'uators* fuvthav the trlbiiaal has 
houcd th«it the cow[>jt.uj..t;4 uithox'ity woald! titti into ocootu 
till Ihoou i\;obors bwforc- it triic;; a dociisicu Oa the

The ;i‘ blc .^Tiban:-! h.'.s diaposiid off tht Pettitioa 
\dth the dli'sccloas to dispose ofi/ the. rtspresc-utatioa 
tc!€ln- lAil-o aooov.it -all.- tho- factors und i f  poasihlo 
U ’&vji*" tilviij^ . th« oppurtu.*lty Of purSQniX hwaria^.

pat«0« £/~



a
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thQ Tribunal I'la's further dJ.jfected that the trjansfer 
order i:x qa»istioa vdll aot bo iupiemtateci t il l  a 
deciiiioa is takeii oa thu Sidd reprcsea'&atiou , Hero 
I t  may ba statsci. that the dacislou ou i;hu rspreas^atatiQa 
Is to bu talKii ufter taJ£iiaii iuto account all the facts 
ixa par the airectioas ox' -che ■I'ribmial ^  not otheir¥iS0«

1‘he applicant Oil leave from 03 /9 /0 0  to Cy?/9/^0«>
Ea. h'i'a ab3 €iiC0 the certified copy of the order dated' 
3 1 /8 /9 0  vtii applied for by tht oouiicell. Howwar ^  
th» TOiuiiit; oa tho 10 /9 /90  the cci’tifltSd copy waS 
obtaiti<jd frou' tho coosic^ll the sai-io is tiUbiaitted 
to yoa*

MecuiVhile I betsa served witb the order Ifo#
i»&D/D0/Viisc/l/90 diit«d 10 /9 /90  by 'Which I  have been 
dlr«ctod to report to ay* uiroetor^ Soag &  ui'L.Eaa Dlvislca 
Madras aa I sttiixd reliisvod fî osn LucIcgov with iisimediatQ 
eirtuct vido- the auid ox'cor dat<id lO/G/'iO ib has ulliO 
beuu irittwutei that wy uppIiaa.tioa haB Dsaa o0iisld0i‘o4 
bu& Ic hua aof; buou fouud poaaible to aocody to tî / ■ 
ruqu«ut» Jo rMtisoaw Uavu* huviuvor for
rojuotluj^ uy rwprouoatufeioa# It  ti*y bo &Gati.oaud hox'o 
that such a deciisiou Isi ao declsioa ia  tne teŷ sJ of .law 
MOi*  ̂ so in  bh« light ô ' the obsewatica and di.r^«tlpQ 
of c«atral .kCiiaii.iistrLwiVt  ̂ fribuaal Circuit 3u.iOh La^oiov 
vidw ita ju»i|;;©ra«at &  *ji'dui‘ datfc.d 31 /B /90»  tĥEJ'
iupleiteatati'jvi. or th« ti'i.a3f«sX* ordisr hus al^o boc;i

t ill  a dociyiou Is taken ua said ryproaoato 
ttou, -X cijuiot be relieved ualess the ropi'caeaGatiCgi 
is decided as pci* tha uii'wctio-a of the ii«blo TribUJw.il*

Xa view of the above I v/ould request you to 
oousldor u<y r&prestiatatloa dated 27/B /9Q  afresh taking; 
iato aecoant all th« facts u&ivatcd in th« origiaail 
appllcQtio/i iJo* 2U0 of 1990 (L) arod after ^iiyina?
5̂ * opportiuiity of rjersw^al heariuti’* iHiis vtll also holp 
In re,.oi/i ,̂:  ̂ uiiy fciisu.idei'staE.dla,i Um'c ailijUt siavu c4:*opcd
uu iii tJito' oii'cutiiiitaacvjs OL* the case* suitable
iu 3tracti0i..a bo issued to thd Dy* Dii'vctorj L'dclmov to 
viDhtiold the rellii\d.ui proot-ss ctll the ropi'eaoatcitioa 
ib vliLposfcid of L lu ::.ccordcj-<.ca with tho direotio.is qjl 
tiio .Cr:lbua;tl» I ic.:iy Icindly ba ootimiiiicacod .fiu’iy date 
coavG-'ieat to you for afi'orala-- a t^JportiLiicy of persosiel 
huaria^; to tic;.

kxmlttag your tiudtablo decisloaj I am' not h&rylia^ 
over my chur^'e at Luc'icuow Uiji coatiuuin^ to fimctian

ut Luckaov/e
Thaalr.iu^- you.

Yours

Kqc1?« Pettition j'jo.
290of 1900CL) 6 
juai^^r.icnt copy®

, 1̂-1

i G. iC« n u o h n M l  )i  
Ad’Diuiutrutive o ffloer  , 
y.Uii;' (£ uvu&sa .iiivisio^tj h,K.Q*



Circjju^ic /̂ evxcl-,̂ -(.uc.knOT-'i !

Cc'n(i'wv̂ (- Pe'Lulĵ .̂  LClsj,l)t\io  ̂

'^ •K . N)sxa.oUcû cjLî
\/s,

^r. p. K< McvvvcLC f\r)c,tk<̂

RelUÛ

i)

Xo, ■ -

■ rt‘ha Director^
.bcnf. Driv,a Divialon^
iulnlstry of X «. it?
l.u/loj ijLi'riS.3)* M-iirg?

Baryaf i*r41 .

i rti.j-oiG;. niCf-’3:H ct.A k c i- )

auisJactJ- Beprasentucion ii,i£.inat tbs tt&nster of 3hrX G«S.
jiUufu O'fic^rs fro^. lucLnow to

HM.a'Jfc.0,

alr»

K.ira?Iy rofor to uy repj'usai'itution d^ted S?7.S#i?0 
forwujrdu'i 'cc/you i.y Dy. Directorj tuc*o:iOW vlcio
Li a 4;o.f UtO# y d»̂ t«Ki.
sind uy second rei.ivSwutatlon dutaa fow&raoa to
you t// Oy* i.Jir3c'to2- tLuc*vno'v/ vldo Ids letter i'.sO# $63/Di,/ 
lilse«/l/f>0 dcittiU ii.^-«bU oEi tka suuj-jat cited auov'a#

In tbia coj.nectlon I to tl^at lay trfanafOT
and "M£*i'tical̂ <*.rly *i*^lvii/ins J..y In ;i&va sia |?r4^atio-a
no tlj.y t'j dytki't c dytuiioi I'opWiJont&tion# -Ky rapi*0" 
•i\'ntut;.ion d^tycl 2? ,o ,b O  ^ay, tLurafos-a, drafted iti 
hai'r,/« jA-oraovarU/j I'ila oonUiiuag ay corra<tpor»aanC0 
•jitVi' uqi-i.. Wwi i»t Uurir-iT ay vecv^nt via*t i
■ 2‘ou.'*=t cjf T, 1.(3 sacoJ'* and/_tj\:'calttin$
rollouin,::'r^vjx^a for your kind oon&tdwr«t^lons-

My dau^htar :C*£* .’.itotl K&sclJ^ncii is m% k̂ icyping . 
.-ood ba»ttlth tsince a,id is un#r trm.tmnt at
tliOi.c-1 * AoeortJli'.£ to Uaotors suo vdll to VQmnin
V~’’VC>'T Ttt'oXorxfftid ti'di*tv'iontr ‘il-iO piotocoploci or p^v.sorl* 
vtXwH «jri tLiaical ecrtirie^tes ur« aisolosad f o r  p^fusal.

thi3 -in view uy t^yoswoe at uhop^l In «n os.^en- 
tiifei ..-jfit foT Kotoi'ution r,f ttj3 }^»lwU of or d£u|h;©r*
I auy aufciit tUit dvu to «iy ».aiiti?'g Lua-ai<5w^and 
ajCtst̂ enoloD .of vh>jV. 2 coua.u not iuu; ter ay .deufil»tor 
■orou ;rlv vltt t ho '•‘Oiad iiot p̂rtsfci* In
cnxjuul oxtajiixtttj.cri ul' , Ky son wbo f
for B*do.u cxJi...lrmtion -uio oould not 1 tte
in wy uosentje U  i.2*d to luA'sitar 1 ia

lot»t -a.id , Th^rJcs to tl:  ̂ 'colicy qi t«o

Dl/ifiluu. i

It ia r^cfeUed thut in 1S&6 L S f
Uoxdn^ X cv*on optc»d reTOS.ion for

£aii/nostad ..t ^ut for the
Xiioim tu nqr.u i-û iuast \̂ as not ccnHia.irea«

ill - ua  .f r a l r .  ^  0 ,H .U o .F - a i/X 6 /5 ^

K s t .(A ) family

t :  So Sls.IpUr.ary ..otion ^can

U  foicirijj to iicsl'aet



o

1.2)

ti-anforredtJ *»> « »!“ » 1 t o w  been :
Vflti.out Vui-H'-/In. r,.' 'siilossd tOupXalnto,
ui-.<.uata to r 5 „p c-^upl*.lnts, 5 u o h  ’

o w . r  b a in  i J t L a ^ w u U f  * “«* t M n s f e r
or ;.aerln.- to mu , / « »  opportunity

U  « .o o n ,  lo . ' " * •

no ty f f .  3«stlao 'to

Tlitoukinti /ou*

Youfs m t h f u l l y .

■( CJ-iC. 'I'Ut^ei.andi i 
Aduliiiutr&riva Ofi‘io*}r 
ions Mfid Di-ji.ito D iylaiou .



fv̂ vl A 1 / S' 1 y-a'A ijc. Ty-I h a>v t,

 ̂ C j ircLl-U_(r /3e/wcky I
Ccn(5vv.̂ l.t' Pel^br.,. C.Cw,'(L; ^ ,' ‘̂'i^o(Lj

, _  PeUla

>̂TT. P- K« Môv̂cL"̂  vS. /[ŷ oiUc, -- -

-llMAjaxu^E f v o .  ^

O '

\ . n —

id!23]DD|iOOO

:"' No.' S W D D /M is O f /iy s O  -
iSong &  Drama Division 
Min. of I &  B, , . 
QoH* of Indixt''

116-A, Faisabad Road, 
Luctaacw,

' 1

Dated s O i /10/00'

-

-s OMpIQB QKDHR s- ' 'i

I- / ' ‘ ' 1

Reference Eqrs. letter No* A-22013/1/90-jldmn;*! 

‘dated 2 V S /S 0 , Sh. Gt-X* Kagchandi, Adim. Officer' 

SoDg &  Dramsi Divislonj Luclmow centre is bsraby 

reHQved of liLs duties from t.Ms centre ¥«eJf«;. 

04/ i 0 /90 (a »I<V) , vitii 'tba instructions'to report 

to. Regional Deputy Director, Song & Drama'Divln*- 

Madras imsiediately# ■ ' ' ;|

>He should t ^ d  m ev  the charge of Adiair4lst*->

t ■ ■
rativ8 Officer along with all the dOTemiaent^’ 

material uiider M s  possession to the .under^ 

signed iTnmediately*

Ilegion^ Deputy Directo'

U-'-^Shri G.K- Kagchandi, 
Administrative Offfc or,

“■ Song &  Drama Division, < ; 
' . Lucknow;



^ H - | - i  T C\,C» /̂ ft'/vM/VvJ-i.' tCCv V e. 1 »-( Ij Cl..>,
C  ( f-ct,u-(r /3e--V\C.Î /̂-t̂.ctvhOT-'J i

C!̂  \‘̂r‘iJO(L.J

(Vicb;

r —  -

Cc/n(ji'i,v'.pl~ f-VLL(ĵ v\ Ĵo-

Ch 'K- MiX'̂ olviiu-.cLi,'
6 Vs

•Dr-, p. i\. McwcU' 4  l\r̂ otk<.'

C T v V - r '

, --  ̂f\cs f:iovic£ô{̂ ''

; : : j . ' : j j M £ x  a j . ' L E  / V o .  ^

'fo

O

The Daputy Dir-octorj 
Division 

f-ii&. of I M. J} 
uCA't. of Tndli.

IiickrioH*,

.iOOl

;lir ,

i\a3>reco/-jti.tioii £i|it.tnst the rellovlnp ordssr 
hfu ;^'D/l'\ A :i s ^ ./l /v O  dated / 10/s*0 , '
Luo.%,uo>,; to K&arus,tr&nHf«r rai»fe'rri.lx)g.

Kindly rci'er to your order Ko« d>H)/DD/Misc./V®0 
dated ’ reli^vine laa from Luciciiow to ^cin &t Madras

It is brou^tht to your kind notica th&t Centrol« • 
/.diiinist'i-.'.tlva frlbuxiiiij ;Ui-cai t 3©n4K- Ludvnov vide 
order Ciutoci oX/8/s<o hrd stayed thu itiple^ntittio» 
of ay trwuifiVr or-dur dattrd k.?./B/bO^ _tili a aacision 
is tkicun by tnj Dii*ectoi-. :ioru' *û i)rujiû  Division, '?i«v 
bv-lhl on ;jy I'o pj;.isoutiutlou* t i l l  fio aocision-
iHiS boun !jui3 sunlcatad to i.bout *;'.y rsjpraaantatlon 
nor I hit.VO b«jn ii'iv«u ttii opportunity of f^ersonul •  
iiii-rino nonc^ tl^ivu 1;.= i:Ovc Question of ay r«liaving  
or ht-.nali2.i over ttie Luoiiiiow^

ir I £ia fore ad to l^nd omr tlie cliargo of 
Adirdnliitrativ'si 0l‘ficer, Lu^iiinow, It %lli be uttor . 
aisrs/u.rd of thy ord^r t)£»ssed by the ir*»blo tribunal 
in tiiu cî ao I'o. 2u0 of ^ ^ 0  (L) d&t#d c,l/8/iJ0# And

ffeui floutlnc of the ordor d.<. tad 'Jl/S/^Q pfiss^d 
bv ti.e *ble I'ribuaal ia grossly■ contomptuous* 

Tlii.̂ r)king you*.

r^AT^i^'^tbithfully -

V  *

^ q D .  ( a .
4  [JiOiidntstriitlve- OfficeX’o /
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BEFORE TtlE CErJTRM. ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUl-JAL, 

CIRCaiT BENCH , LUCia^av .

Contempt Petition  CCivil)N o , of 139o CL)

J.n res

O .A .w o . 290 of 13'90CL)

, .  .Respondents.

G, K , I'M agch andi m P ^ i  ti one r

Versus 

D r .P .K ,N a n d i and Another

AE'F IDAVIT.

1 /G .K .Nagchandi/aged about 50 years, 

son of Late Sri K.V .Nagchandi/rcfsident 

of 116A/ F ai z ab ad R o ad^ Luckn ow, th e 

deponent/do hereby soleiTinly afiirra and 

state on oath as under

1* That the deponent is the petitioner  in

•tj-ie above described Contempt Petition  and as such 

he is fully  acaquainted with the facts and circ\im- 

stances of the case.

2» That the contents of paras 1 ,2 , 3 ,4 ,5 #  6,

7 ,8 /9 ,1 0 /1 1 /1 2 /1 3 /1 4 /1 5  and 17 of the conteirpt 

petition  are true to my personal knowledge and those 

of para 16 are based on information v;hich is  believed 

to be true.



~ 2 -

3 . That Annexures Nos, 1 to 6 are the

electrostat. copies of their  respective origiinals.

Lucknov/

Dated: October ̂  -19 9 0.

s r / H ’ ’ .

P '  C ’

Ji-sS

VERIFICATION,

I the deponent^ abo^/e named, do hereby 

verify  that the content5 of paras 1 to 3 of this 

a ffid a v it  are trae to my personal kno^/.dedge. No 

part of it  is  fa lse  and nothing fe iS e ^a l  has been 

concealed. So help me God,

ik~
Signed and v e r ifie d  on this day

r o  J

'f r
i

ICl <v
of ll.

IDENTIFICATION.

I identify  tlie deponent v/no has signed

before me.

C R .C .S I N ® )

Advocate,

i
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f

>-

(’3 ? ^

i ^  '•/Jr* A/a- ^cLOr\(^ i g  

Vf,

P^/<. N a ^ o U ' cf /fnotXv

feT53 ^  3TCRt 31̂ ;r i  Sft

( ^ e ^ .  A/o. Op. 2-3S8 S \ ^ j^ 9  1-1 k L a ^

A I , . A \ f t  .  A,

^T^T

^  ^  m o

fUC< Si'-rr^ AcijOtjUl'

A/l'iUcitrt'oCjLA-«iû 6W - 2- 2-6 or) 6

tr
!E ^
h T  h i T  ^

? o £
tr 'tr tr

^  STCRT g  3 ^ '  foT^ ^

t  ^  ^  3^21^ 3Fir ^T^T 5t1

f S  ^  ^^'[^ ^  ÎT 3 R T  ^ t t

^Tfeon cffeli 5:iT 3t1r: ^  feiT^ 3il^

^q^TT T̂T ^  3 \ ^  ^

3Tk ^  ^  3Tq% ^ ^ 8 ? ^  %  ^ f^ 5 T

^T 35T^‘ m  ^qzrr ^ r n  sFf un

^FTT Î ^T fgq^ ( ) 9̂ 1 ^T fe r  ^qHT 3^q% ?̂T

^iTT^ ^  Z{j q=g

ST^T 5F̂  n t  ^T^fcfT^ |

3^^  ^rft I ^  ;ft ^^cfT f  ^  ^  ^5T|

^  3^q% q^l^T^ ^  i ^ l T T  ST^Ff

q ^ ^  ^  qsF ^  |  3 ^

cf^eT q^ ^  ^ift I §^f5Tq 37^ ^T^^=THTT fera f ^ T

ycfun q^ I

W ^

? f T #  {n m )'

^ i t ^ '

Q<sX S ^aJ

W l
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BEFORE THE CENTRAL ®J'.'INI5TRATr/E TRI’IUIAL 

CIRCUIT BE^CH, LLCK\’ a7 

L CQJTEMPT No. 17 of 1990(l )

f   ̂ I 9 9 r v
f  /XFFIDAVIT

l l l M '

[I dvstt. coubx 
U' P. 1

Shri G.K» Nagchandi

Dr. P.K. Nandi 

Shri BP Sin ha

,’, Applicant

■ V S“

, .  Respondents

COUnITER AFFIDAVn CT 3 E I W  CF SPRI B. P, S M  Hft
R E S P O M i T  N n .2 .

I, B, P, Sin ha aged about 54 years, son of

I
Shri vTP Sin ha, at present posted as

y

Deputy Director in the office of the Sonq & Drama 

Divisi'Ti , flinistry of information and Broadcasting, 

16~A, Faizabad Road, Lucknow do herebj?- solermly 

efrlrm and state as vnder:-

'1 , '  That the depcnsnt is Respondent no .2 in the

0^ '^  • / ■
" above mentioned contempt application/petition as such

he is well conversant w it h  the facts of the case.

2 . the deponent has read and mderstood

the contents of the contempt petition filed .by the 

applicant as well as the facts deposed to herein 

under in reply thereof.

That the ccntents of para 1 to 7 of the
B <7> S ln U
Oy. Director ■ 3 ,

NoRg Drams Division

Min. of I &B. Govt.of India contempt petition relates to the transfer of the 4*' 
Lucknow.

petitioner and as O.A No ,361 of 1990(L) ( Shri GKNacchandi-



-VS- Union of Iridia and others) seeking relief to 

quash the transfer order of the applicant is 

alreadj'' under consideration of the Mon'ble 

CAT, no comments are considered aporopriate at 

th is  stage as the same may prejudice the 

decision.

- 2 -

4. That the contents of para 8 & 9 of the

contempt petition needs-no comments.

5 . That iKxrsjsi^xtisxthe contents of 

----- -----

para 10 of the contempt p e t it i^  are admitted to

the extent that the .depcnent has sim.ply obeyed 

 ̂ ' , f 
the order of his higher aubhorities ie. Respondent

no. 1 in the above contempt petition, as such

H h e  deponent has not committed any contempt of the

• Hon’ ble Tribunal.

6 . That the contents of para II of the

contempt petition are not disputed.

That in reply to the contents of para 12 & 13 

of the contempt petition are under consideration, and

Ijy.Dvector

D'Oms the deponent has simplSong wypuiiHuu lies simpxy'obeyed the order of his

lucknow- superiors and relieved the applicant from his

duties vide his letter No.S8U/DD/r;.sc/l/90-38

dated 4 .10 . 90(Annexure N 0.6 to the application). 

This IS the official language ordering any person

on transfer to hand over the charoe.



8, That the contents of oara 14 of the

contempt petition need no comHients.

9. That there is no w illful or deliberate omis?icn

y

or act on the part of the Respondent no. 2 (deponent) 

to diS“ obey or to show dis-regard to the order passed 

hy this Hon’ ble rTribinal, the deponent has all 

respect and regard to this Hon’ ble Tribunal.

10, That the deponent as well as t're other Respondent kdo .  1 

has not cormitted any contempt as per their knowledge 

but in case this Hon’ ble Tribunal finds there anĵ  

lapse or default on. the part of the depinent, he 

^ n  ders in-conditional appology and leaves himself 

! '̂;^%on the mercy of this Hon'ble Tribunal,

That the grounds taken by tlie applicant

for contempt of court proceedings are not tenable 

in the eyes of law in vieiv of the facts and cir­

cumstances stated above, and the applicant is 

not entitled to get any relief as sought by him.

12, That the contempt petition filed bj’ the 

petitioner is pre-matured and is liable to be 

g  05 dismissed with costs to the Respondents.
£,y. Director ' V

Dmsrort

Lucknow. '-r ' Depcrsent.

Lucknow,

Dated: f  f
■  ̂ Dy. Dvector

Song (£? Drams Division 

of I &  B, Govt.of India 
Lutkno^.
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-A

Ve r ific a tiqn.

I ,  the deponsnt named above do hereby verify

that the ccntents of paragraphs .1 S.'”2 of the affidavit

are true t.o my personal knovjledge and those of paragraphs

3 to 9 of the affidavit are believed to 'oe true on

the basis of information gathered as ivell as s:s per

records and paragraphs 10 to 12 of the ' affidavit are

based an the legal advice. Nothing rnateriab fact

has been c'^ncealed, and no part of it is false.

Deponent

Lucknow
'iB'lP S in k  â,

Dy.Dvector

^  I Identify the de ponen t
Min. of I & B , Govt.of India

. before me and is also pegirc^i^oMy l<ri o'̂ n

to me.

f 'r

(VK Chaudhari)
Addl Standing Cotnsel for Central Govt

'' (Coin sel for the RespondentsHJ5j<2^

Luchn ow,

D?ted : ^ E ^ V 6 Vc^^

SoleTnly affirmed before-me hy the deponent this 

daj;- of 1991 'a t . v/ho. has'

been identified by Shri .VK Chaudhari, Advocate"^igh  

Court, Lucknow.

I h.-ive satisfied ray self by examining the

deponent that- he understands the contents of this af -i davit

which-have been read over and exr^lained to hir. by me..
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J

BEPORt THE CE.V2RAL ifflKII^ISTRATiVE TRIBUx'ijaj 

ADDITIOilAL BjiNai M^L^iHABAD 
CIRC JIT BLĵ gCH LUCK.<iev/.

(c iv il)
:ontempt Petition2i\^o. 17 of 199 0 (L) 

In r e :

0 .A .N O .2 9 0  of 1:390 CL)

r. rx?*:? 
affidavit ■ ’ "  

M  IM  ^

pOURTm •

’

, .  .Petition er  

Versus

Dr. P .K .N a n d i and another ...R espon den ts .

RhJOIxlDLR AEI IDAVIT TO THE CCJUTj-R ^IFIDAVIT 

lILbD  Bi-HALI OF IHE ^£dP0JLi2ITS.

I ,  G .K .Nagchandi, aged about 51 

years s /o  Sri K .V .Nagchandi 

r /o  116~A Faizabad Road, Lucknov/ 

tlie deponent do hereby solemnly~'"~~“' 

ai: i m  and state on oath as under':-

\ s \ n H l

1 , That the deponent is  the petitioner
I

in  tile ab-ove described conten^t petition  and as 

such he is  fu lly  conversant '.v'ith the facts and 

circumstances of the case.

2 . That the deponent has read and

understood the contents of the counter a ffidav it
V

f i le d  by respondent N o .l  and its  Rejoinder i 

being  f ile d  hereiincier.

V



I '
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3, That the contents of para 1 of the

counter a ffid a v it  need, no reply.

-  2 -

4 , That the contents of para 2 of the

counter a ffidav it  need no reply.

I

5 , That in  reply to the contents of para

3 of the counter a ffid av it  i t  is stated that 

the avennents made in paras 1 to 7 of the contempt 

petition  v/ere also the subject matter for 

consideration before this H o n 'ble  Tribunal in  

O .A . i'^o.290 of 199 0 (L) and this Hon*ble Tribunal 

had passed the judgment and order dated 3 1 ,8 ,9 0  

after considering the same.

6 . That the contents of para 4 of the 

counter a ffidav it  need no reply,

7 , That the contents of para 5 of the 

counter a ffidav it  are not adn'dtted as stated .

It  is incorrect to say that the respondent l<lo. 1 

had considered the representation of the petitioner  

again giving fu ll  respect and regard to the 

judgment and order dated 3 1 .3 .9 0  passed by this 

K o n 'b le  Tribunal. The alleged letter dated
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2 1 ,9 .9 0  annexed as Annexure No,R-l has not yet 

been received by the petition er . However, a 

perusal of the letter  dated 2 1 .9 .9  0( Annexure R-1) 

reveals that the respondents have simply stated 

that the request of the petitioner vide letter 

dated 1 0 ,9 .9 0  had again been considered and i t  

v;as not possible to accede to the sarne. The 

■^leged letter  makes no mention of the various 

grounds and facts taken by the petitioner  in 

G .A . No. 29 0 of 199 0 (L) and this K o n 'b le  Tribional 

had found i t  just' and appropriate to direct  the 

respondents to decide the representation ’taking 

into account all these facts . The alleged letter 

dated 2 1 .9 .9  0 ipsofacto shov;s the fross dis­

respect shovjn by the Resppndent S o .l  and it  

further shows that -tlie x^espondent No, 1 was not 

inclined  to consider the matter again irrespective 

of the .direction given by this H o n 'b le  Tribunal 

v ide  judgment and order dated 3 1 .8 .9  0 v;hich is  

contemptuous. Further nothing v;as mentioned 

about personal hearing to the deponent.'

8 ,  That the contents ,of para 6 of the

coiunter a ffidav it  are denied as vjrong and those 

of para 11 of the contempt application are 

reiterated as true. As already stated the
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the representation of the petitioner  v/as not 

considered in the ligh t  of the judgment and 

order deited 3 1 .8 .9 0  passed by this K o n 'b le  

Tribunal.
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9 ,  That the-contents of para 7 of the

counter a ffid a v it  are denied as wrong and the 

contents of para 12 and 13 of the contanpt 

petition  are reiterated as true. As already 

stated tjrie alleged letter dated 2 1 .9 .9 0  has not 

yet been received by the p etitio n er . This fact 

is  also evideit  i rom the contents of para 2 of 

the application dated 4 . 10.9  0(Annsxure i^o.6) 

of the depon^it. It  was expected of the respondents

I

-to supply the copy of the alleged letter  dated

2 1 .9 .9 0  to the petition er . I t  may further be 

added thatdespite specific  request for personal 

hearing by the deponent vide  h is  application 

dated 10,9 . 9 0( Annexure No. 3 )neither the personal ' 

hearing was given nor any reason v;as comraunicated ■ 

for giving the personal hearing to the deponent 

which is in  coirrplete disregard of the direction 

given vide judgrueat,. and order dated 3 1 .8 .9  0 

passed by this Hon’b le  Tribunal, The respondent 

had decid&d suo-motu on cei'tain hypothecation
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and presumption tliat there was no fresh point 

to be considered. The decision v/as wholly 

arbitrary and in  utter disregard_ of the principles 

of natural ju stic e . A  perusal of the office  

note (Annexure R-3)clearly reveals that the 

respondent No. 1 vjas not inclined  to reconsider 

the matter and had not considered any of the 

facts mentioned by the petitioner  in  the O .A .

10. That in  reply to the contents of para

%
8 of the counter a ffidav it  i t  is  statr.d that:-the 

present contempt petition  relates to the disrespect 

and flouting  of the judgment and order dated

3 1 .8 .9 0  passed by this H o n 'b le  Tribunal which 

has very l it t le  to do iv-ith the grievance of the 

petition er . The flouting  of tJie order had 

another effect  that tlie deponent v?ho had very 

strong and genuine reasons against h is  transfer 

to Madras had to approach tliis H o n 'b le  Tribunal 

once again through O .A .N o .3 1 6  of 199 0 (L ) entailina  

heavy financial burdon due to m ultifarious 

lit ig a t io n .

11* That the contents of para 9 of the

counter affidavit, are denied as v/rong and untrue, 

As stated abo\7e the Respondent has completely
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disregarded the judgnient and order dated 3 1 .8 .9 0  

passed by this H o n 'b le  Tribunal deliberately 

and V7ilfully and neither considered the repre­

sentation of. the petitioner  nor afforded the 

opportunity of personal hearing to the deponent 

as per direction ox this H o n 'ble  Tribional,

12. That the contents of para 10 of the

counter a ffid av it  need no comments from the 

d ^ o n e n t . It  is  for the H o n 'b le  Tribunal to 

accept or reject ti-̂e unconditional apology 

tendered by the Respondent 3 0 .1 .  Ho^^rever, 

considering the' action taken by the Respondent 

M o .r  after having received the copy of the 

judgment and order dated 3 1 .8 .9 0  passed by this 

Hon*_ble Tribunal and its  complete disregard 

by him the respondent is lia b le  to be dealt with 

in accordance with law which is  also essential 

for the maintenance of the dignity and respect 

of this HOn 'ble  Tribunal.

13. That in reply to the contents of

para 11 of the counter a ffid a v it  i t  is  submitted 

that the petitioner has not predicted tlie 

judgment in  CCP N o .8 of 1990(L) but has simply 

made the averment in para 16 of the contemot
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petition  to show that the Respondents are in  

the habit  of flouting , disobeying and disrespecting 

the orders passed by Judiciary . This tendency 

should be curbed otherxvise the confidence of 

the p\iblic v;ill be shaken and they v-zill have 

no faith  in the administr-ation of ju stic e .

-  7 -

14, That the contents of para 12 of tlie

counter a ffidav it  are denied as v^rong end 

misconceived. The respondents are liable  to

VbRIF ICATIOH.-

I the abo^/enamed deponent do hereby 

hereby verify  that the contents of pax*as 1 to '

1 0 / l l (p a r t ly ) , 13(partly) of this a ffidav it  are 

believed  to be true on the basis  of personal 

knov;ledge and those of paras ll(partly ) 12(partly)

O 'fd 13(partly) and 14 are believed  to be true on

advice.No pairt of i t  islegal

i7%ion

help me God.

Lucl'inows

' ? /
yated- s July ,1 9 9 1 ,

IDEKTU'ICATION

I identify  the deponent vmo has sii§ned 

before me.

^"^dvocate.
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IN THE CSN'i'RAL ADMINI3T-?.A‘i IV3
CIRCUIT BENCH ; LUCK^IOW,

"X

/

To
\\o

NOTICE OFgaSNTEMPT,

£*TC<b\l>M ( ' J M '  [,(>!>

4

1* Pr<»F«KJiaroai,D ir e c t o r ,  Scmg & Dresna D iv is io n ,  
^ a jn lo try  o f  In fo rm a tio n  and B io aacastln g # <3o v t«  O f In d ia ,  
15/16  SxM im  H arg, B d i^ a g a a j, Hew D e lM -  110  002 , 

2 o S r i  B « P .S in h a , 3Dy^ D ire c to r, S<»ig 6  Drama D lv i^ o a  
H in is t r y  o f  In fo im a tio n  aflid B ro a d c a s tin g , Govt* o f  l i id la ,  
116 A, F a iz a b a d  Road, Lucknow *• 110 006 ,

Whereas on .1.9̂ . l , a /a petition  is  filed/motion I 0

made by lia v e  n o t G sm p lied  i* e

o rd e r  o f  t h is  H on *b le T r lb m ^  D t* 31«8 t»90 p a sse d  i n  0 «A. 110. 290 / 9 0 (1,)

And whereas a petition has been registered against yoy 

for action being taken unddr the contempt of Courts A ct ,1971 ;

You are hereby required to appear in person or through

a duly authorised advocate* cn _____g -

at arid on subfleouent dates to v^hieh the ’prcee-

dings may be adjourned unless otherwise ordered'by the Tribunal 

and ^ow  cause v;hy such action as is deemed f it  under the- 

C Contempt of Courts Act,-. 1971 should not be taken against you.

Given uader my hand and the seal of this" Tribunal# this 

--- 2ad ......  ^ay of ---- ------- .V 1991 .

Deputy Registrar. 
Central Administrative Tribunal,

© ftcl ff C o w  o f  i ^ i t i o a  ^ it h  C o T irts  o r d e r  a t *  4 «4 , 9 l  p a s s e d  

t h e r » 3n «



C2KTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TIBUNAL . 
CIRCUIT BENCH : LUCKKCW. ^

Contempt No- 17 of 1990(L)

G .K .N agchandi..................................................  Applicant,

Versus.

Union of India  & Others, . . . . .  Respondents,

Dated 4 .4 .9 1 ,

A -

Hon'ble Mr, A .B .G o rth i, A .M . 

Hon *ble Mr. S ,K .P rasad , J ,M .

Heard the learned counsel for the ap p lican t .

V ide  Tribunals order dt 3 1 .8 ,9 0  the respondent N o .2 

(O.P,Ko-l in the contempt petition ) was directed J;o 

dispose of the representation d t , 2 7 ,8 ,9 0  made by the 

applicant taking into account all the facts and ±f, 

possible^ after giving an apportii*^^ of personal hearing 

to the applicant anc that the transfer in auestion 

would not be implemented t i l l  a decision v?as taken on 

the said reppesantatipn, I'hereafter an order dt 4 ,1 0 ,9 0  

issued by Regional Deputy D irector{0 ,P  N o ,2 inthis 

relieving the applicant of his  duties and directing 

'̂ ’̂M r e  to yeport to the Regional Deputy IHrector, song 

Drama D iv isio n , Madras immediately,

^he aforesaid o ffice  order does not indicate 

that it  was passed after considering the representation 

made by the applicant, It  does not also indicate vjhether 

the question of granting the api^licant personal hearing 

vjas considerec as directed by this Tribunal.

Issue notice to respondents to f ile  reply _

within four weeks containing clarification  that 

sp ec iific  reference to the observations made above. 

Rejoinder, i f  any, may be filid. t@-^&±s one v.>eek thereafter.

l is t  the case for hearing on 2 .7 ,9 1  , On the said date the
f

personal attendance of apposite parties No'i,,2 & 3 is 

dispensed w ith .

J .M

sd/-

A,M

Sd/-

. .  True/TSopy,

m
Taction 'D^lcef 

Central ĵministrativa Trtbaad 

Cricult Bench 
LUCKNOW


